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entirely deceived, I meant that he was so deceived on the
only point of interest which could lead him to make the
statement at all, or me to listen to it

Thus in ordinary intercourse we may be completely
right in saying that a man is completely wrong. But
this is possible only because the statement is made with a
tacit and unconscious reservation. It is made with
reference not to the total object present to the mind of
the person who is deceived, but with reference to that
part of it which alone interests us at the moment
But when we are concerned with the philosophical theory
of error, what is uninteresting in ordinary intercourse
becomes of primary importance. We must consider the
total object, and when we do so, we are compelled to
recognise that some truth is implied in every error. For
otherwise the word " error " loses all meaning.

The unreality of what is unreal lies wholly in its
contrast with what is real. It must be thought of as
qualifying some real being. Its unreality is relative not
to any real being whatever taken at random, but only to
that real being to which it is referred as a character or
attribute.

It is essential to the possibility of error that both the
real being and its unreal qualification must be present to
consciousness, I may imagine an animal and describe it
as imagined. Another person who Is acquainted with
some actual animal more or less resembling what I have
imagined may regard my description as referring to this.
From his point of view he may show that parts of my
description are unreal. But he does not convict me of
error unless he can show that I intended to describe the
animal which he has in mind.

It does not follow that the explicit subject of an
erroneous judgment must itself be real and not illusory.
It may be illusory in relation to a more comprehensive
subject, which is real. If I am told that Cleopolis, the
capital of fairy-land, was burnt down last night, I reply
that Cleopolis and fairy-land never had any actual
existence. Here I condemn both subject and predicate
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